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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is in response to claims 1 -4, 9 and 1 3 filed on 03/1 6/201 0. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The information disclosure statement filed 07/1 0/2006 fails to comply with 37 
CFR 1 .98(a)(2), which requires a legible copy of each cited foreign patent document; 
each non-patent literature publication or that portion which caused it to be listed; and all 
other information or that portion which caused it to be listed. It has been placed in the 
application file, but the information referred to therein has not been considered. 

Drawings 

3. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(4) 
because reference character "1", "2", "3" and "4" has been used to designate both the 
Proxy CSCF, the IMS, a user terminal and the packet switched access network, 
respectively, of FIG. 1 , as described in paragraph [0005], and the IP based networks of 
FIG. 2, as described in paragraph [0007]. Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 
37 CFR 1.121 (d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the 
application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures 
appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being 
amended. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application must be 
labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.121 (d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be 
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notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

4. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they include the following reference character(s) not mentioned in the 
description: FIG. 6. Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121 (d), or 
amendment to the specification to add the reference character(s) in the description in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(b) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should 
include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if 
only one figure is being amended. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of 
an application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

5. Figures 1-4 should be designated by a legend such as -Prior Art-- because only 
that which is old is illustrated. See MPEP § 608.02(g). Corrected drawings in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled 
"Replacement Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1 .84(c)) so as not to obstruct 
any portion of the drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the 
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applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office 
action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-4, 9 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

6. Claim 1 recites the limitation "the SIP message" in the second limitation. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It is unclear whether this 
is intended as referring to the previous recitation of "the message". 

7. Claim 2 recites the limitation "the address of a terminal user". There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

8. Claim 3 recites the limitation "the SIP exploder". However, claim 1 , from which 
claim 3 depends, comprises a first SIP exploder and a further SIP exploder. It is 
unclear which SIP exploder is being referred to. 
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9. Claim 3 recites the limitation "the exploder". There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. It is unclear whether this is intended as referring to 
the previous recitation of "the SIP exploder". 

10. Claim 4 recites the limitation "the same network domain as the first exploder". 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

1 1 . Claim 4 recites the limitation "the first exploder". There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. It is unclear whether this is intended as referring to 
the previous recitation of "a first SIP exploder" in claim 1 , from which claim 4 depends. 

12. Claim 4 recites the limitation "the terminal user destination addresses". There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

1 3. Claim 4 recites "a list associated with the same network domain as the first 
exploder, determining the terminal user destination addresses of the list and delivering 
the message individually to these addresses and to other user terminal destination 
addresses in the same domain". The delivering of the message individually to "these 
addresses" is interpreted as the terminal user addresses within the same domain, given 
that the list is associated with the same domain. It is therefore unclear if there is a 
distinction between these terminal user address and the claimed "other user terminal 
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destination addresses in the same domain". For purposes of examination they are both 
interpreted to be destination addresses within the same domain as the first exploder. 

14. Claim 9 includes means plus function language, and therefore invokes 35 
U.S.C. 112, sixth paragraph, however the specification provides no support or structural 
description of the means for performing the claimed functions. 

15. Claims 9 and 13 recite the limitation "the AS" in the preamble. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

16. Claims 9 and 13 recite the limitation "the message" in the third limitation. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It is unclear whether this 
is intended as referring to the previous recitation of "the SIP message". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

17. Claims 9 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention 
is directed to nonstatutory subject matter. Specifically, the body of the apparatus claims 
including "receiving", "grouping" and "forwarding" are non-structural limitations, as they 
could be implemented with software and are not specifically linked to any structural 
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element. Therefore, the claimed subject matter as a whole fails to fall within the 
definition of a process, machine, manufacture or composition of matter, patentable 
eligible category subject matter. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

18. Claims 1-4, 9 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Mostafa (US 2002/0087549) in view of Applicant's admitted prior art (referred to as 

APA herein). 

Regarding claim 1 , Mostafa teaches a method of delivering a copy of a message to 
each of a plurality of terminals in a multimedia communication system, the method 
comprising: 
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receiving the message at a first relay (MMS user agent A then sends the 
message to MMS relay A through MNW A, [0096]); 

grouping destination addresses defined for the message according to their 
network domains (on receiving the multimedia message, MMS relay A determines, from 
the addressing information included with the message, the intended recipient is not an 
MMS user agent of MMSE A but an MMS user agent of MMS relay B, [0098]); and 

for each group of destination addresses corresponding to a domain associated 
with a further relay, forwarding a single copy of the message to that exploder, the 
message containing all of the destination addresses of the group (forwards the 
multimedia message to MMS relay B, [0098]; the MMS server maintains a list of 
recipients, [0117]). 

However, Mostafa does not explicitly disclose a SIP message or a SIP exploder. 

APA teaches a method of delivering a copy of a Session Initiation Protocol, SIP 
message (the base protocol for multimedia services is the IETF Session Initiation 
Protocol (SIP), [0002]), the method comprising SIP exploders (each network comprising 
a SIP exploder, [0007]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
claimed invention to utilize SIP exploders in the system/method of Mostafa as 
suggested by APA in order to efficiently transmit multimedia messages to a plurality of 
receivers. One would be motivated to combine these teachings because it would 
implement a well known technique for distributing the same multimedia message to a 
number of destinations, as taught by Mostafa. 
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Regarding claim 2, Mostafa teaches a method according to claim 1 , wherein a 
destination address is the address of a terminal user or an identification of a list of 
terminal users and/or other lists (The data message is addressed to at least one 
recipient (e.g. MMS user agent B), [01 16]). 

Regarding claim 3, Mostafa does not explicitly disclose a method according to claim 1 , 
wherein the SIP exploder is an application server which receives and sends SIP 
messages via a SIP proxy server, the SIP proxy server selectively forwarding SIP 
messages to the exploder according to some pre-defined rule set. 

APA teaches wherein the SIP exploder is an application server which receives 
and sends SIP messages via a SIP proxy server (The SIP exploder introduced above is 
implemented in such an AS, [0006]), the SIP proxy server selectively forwarding SIP 
messages to the exploder according to some pre-defined rule set (Exploder 1 provides 
the exploder service to that terminal, i.e., sending a copy of the SIP message to each of 
the entries in the list, [0008]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
claimed invention to utilize SIP exploders in the system/method of Mostafa as 
suggested by APA in order to efficiently transmit multimedia messages to a plurality of 
receivers. One would be motivated to combine these teachings because it would 
implement a well known technique for distributing the same multimedia message to a 
number of destinations, as taught by Mostafa. 
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Regarding claim 4, Mostafa teaches a method according to claim 1 and comprising, for 
each destination address identifying a list associated with the same network domain as 
the first exploder (If the recipient MMS user agent were in the same MMSE, MMS 
Relay A would store the media content in MMS server A, [0007]), determining the 
terminal user destination addresses of the list and delivering the message individually to 
these addresses and to other user terminal destination addresses in the same domain 
(Upon receiving the notification, the recipient MMS user agent would retrieve the media 
content from the server via the MMS Relay, [0007]). 

Regarding claim 9, Mostafa teaches an Application Server for use in a multimedia 
communication system, the AS comprising: 

means coupled to an input for receiving a message (MMS user agent A then 
sends the message to MMS relay A through MNW A, [0096]); 

means for grouping destination addresses defined for the message according to 
their network domains (on receiving the multimedia message, MMS relay A determines, 
from the addressing information included with the message, the intended recipient is not 
an MMS user agent of MMSE A but an MMS user agent of MMS relay B, [0098]); and 

means coupled to an output and arranged, for each group of destination 
addresses corresponding to a domain associated with a further exploder, to forward a 
single copy of the message to that exploder, the message containing all of the 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/585,51 5 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2451 

destination addresses of the group (forwards the multimedia message to MMS relay B, 
[0098]; the MMS server maintains a list of recipients, [01 1 7]). 

However, Mostafa does not explicitly disclose a Session Initiation Protocol 
Application Server or that the message is a SIP message . 

APA teaches a Session Initiation Protocol Application Server (The SIP exploder 
introduced above is implemented in such an AS, [0006]); and 

SIP messages (the base protocol for multimedia services is the IETF Session 
Initiation Protocol (SIP), [0002]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
claimed invention to utilize SIP exploders implemented as application servers in the 
system/method of Mostafa as suggested by APA in order to efficiently transmit 
multimedia messages to a plurality of receivers. One would be motivated to combine 
these teachings because it would implement a well known technique for distributing the 
same multimedia message to a number of destinations, as taught by Mostafa. 

Regarding claim 13, Mostafa teaches an Application Server for use in a multimedia 
communication system, the AS comprising electronic circuitry configured to: 

receive a message (MMS user agent A then sends the message to MMS relay A 
through MNW A, [0096]); 

group destination addresses defined for the message according to their network 
domains (on receiving the multimedia message, MMS relay A determines, from the 
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addressing information included with the message, the intended recipient is not an MMS 
user agent of MMSE A but an MMS user agent of MMS relay B, [0098]); and 

forward, for each group of destination addresses corresponding to a domain 
associated with a further exploder, a single copy of the message to that exploder, the 
message containing all of the destination addresses of the group, (forwards the 
multimedia message to MMS relay B, [0098]; the MMS server maintains a list of 
recipients, [0117]). 

However, Mostafa does not explicitly disclose a Session Initiation Protocol 
Application Server or that the message is a SIP message . 

APA teaches a Session Initiation Protocol Application Server (The SIP exploder 
introduced above is implemented in such an AS, [0006]); and 

SIP messages (the base protocol for multimedia services is the IETF Session 
Initiation Protocol (SIP), [0002]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
claimed invention to utilize SIP exploders implemented as application servers in the 
system/method of Mostafa as suggested by APA in order to efficiently transmit 
multimedia messages to a plurality of receivers. One would be motivated to combine 
these teachings because it would implement a well known technique for distributing the 
same multimedia message to a number of destinations, as taught by Mostafa. 



Conclusion 
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The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Dorenbsoch (US 2003/0095510) 
Rooke et al. (US 2005/0198161) 
Fenton et al. (US 2003/0193951). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MADHU WOOLCOCK whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3629. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 8:30-6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on 571-272-3964. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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